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1. We challenge the legitimacy of G8 and we ask for 
its dissolution (By Gus Massiah) 

This is why the alter-globalisation movement has now 
come to put forward the illegitimacy of G8 to assume a 
leading role in the conducting of a global policy. The 
fact that the members of the club of rich and powerful 
are all, except for Canada, former colonial powers is, in 
that meaning, an aggravating circumstance! 

2. IMF is at home (By Marcelo Larrea) 

In the line of the stand-by agreement accepted by the 
Gutiérrez government, the IMF presses for reaching the 
targets of austerity of the fiscal Budget so that it does 
not exceed 6.700 millions of dollars. In its views, it 
fundamentally implies severe restrictions to the 
subsidies to the production sector, which decrease 
from 9.8% to 6.6%, to the social investment in 
education, health and housing and the reduction of the 
employment market in the public sector and the 
freezing of its remunerations. 

3. Bechtel And Blood For Water: War As An Excuse For Enlarging Corporate Rule (By Vandana Shiva) 

The U.S. led war first bombed out Iraq's hospitals, bridges, water works, and now U.S. corporations are harvesting profits 
from "reconstructing" a society after its deliberate destruction. Blood was not just shed for oil, but also for control over 
water and other vital services. 

4. Aftermath: Cleaning Up the Mess (By Conn Hallinan) 

Depleted Uranium and cluster munitions were a gruesome feature of the recent war in Iraq, as they were of Gulf War | in 
1991. Wherever these weapons are used they result in what this article calls "an environmental nightmare." The cost of 
the clean-up is enormous, far in excess of revenue from Iraqi oil which the Bush administration counted on to finance 
reconstruction. So who will foot the bill? The author examines the possibilities and gives an answer which is far from 
reassuring. 

5. Those Who Don't Count (By Mark Engler) 

Since the invasion of Iraq has ended, a tone of vindication and bravado has seeped into the national mood. Television 
newscasters and the Department of Defense agree: America is delighted. Soldiers are giving high-fives. Those of us who 
opposed the president and his generals should be ashamed in the face of a brilliantly successful war. 





Meeting ATTAC Worldwide 
All the events, conferences, debates organized by an ATTAC somewhere this week. 
Illustrated version only in PDF format. 
« The G8 is in town! » By schubling@hotmail.com - http://www.attac.info/g8evian 


We challenge the legitimacy of G8 and we ask Heads of State and Heads of Government of the 
for its dissolution wealthiest and most powerful countries in the World will 

meet, as every year, to discuss together about the most 
By Gus MASSIAH important issues. Gradually, this group of leaders has 
Translation. JM SCHERMANN. Coorditrad, volunteer become a worldwide institution. Resistances and 
translator (*) challenging have undergone a new vigour during the 

last years, with the emergence of the social and citizen 
The G8 should take place in France, in Evian, from global movement which we call alter-globalisation 
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movement. They enlighten about the nature of the 
leading group and the consequences it advocates. 


How can we characterize G8 ? It is not a global 
government, all the more since there is Global State. 
But if G8 is not the global executive power, one should 
not deduce that it is useless and that it is only an 
enactment. It is the inner circle of heads of dominating 
countries, the richest and most powerful of the country, 
the syndicate of the major shareholders of the world 
economy. With its periodic meetings of Heads of State 
and ministers, of “sherpas”, permanent advisers who 
ensure the secretary ship, the wide mobilization of all 
kind of experts, the intermediaries in economic, 
financial, commercial and military international 
institutions, permanent and privileged access to medias 
and means of information, this club is now a permanent 
global institution. 


At the beginning, the objective of the Club was to allow 
leaders to discuss about their problems and find 
solutions to their conflicts and contradictions. Nothing is 
further from reality than the vision of a unified world and 
without conflicts between main powers. The aim was to 
find, as in a very high-class English club, “Gentlemen 
agreements”, if the leaders of the World can be called 
gentlemen. The discussion was about recession during 
the seventies, monetary and oil crisis. In a second time, 
and mostly with the collapse of the Soviet system which 
culminated in 1989, the discussion came about the rise 
of the hegemony of United States. Today, with the crisis 
of the world economy and the liberal thinking, and 
mostly with the American war desired and imposed, 
contradictions are again taking over and hang over the 
future of the institution. 


Since the eighties, objectives have changed. New 
economic trends become necessary due to the turning 
point which begins with the fight against inflation in 
1979 and the monetary policy in 1981. . G8 plays an 
active role to impose a credo and the lead of the neo- 
liberal phase of globalisation. It put forward policies of 
liberalization based on the pre-eminence of 
international investment and of so-called multinational 
companies, adjustment of the global market and 
widening of global trade, on the disengagement of 
States and reduction of public expenditures, on 
privatisations and the challenge of the status of 
employees and employment, on the regulation of the 
world economy by the global market of capital. In order 
to impose those policies, it relies on international 
financial institutions, IMF and the World Bank, into 
which it has at its disposal the majority of the capital; It 
steadfastly build the institutional frame of the neo-liberal 
globalisation, which determining element is WTO. 


G8 is not one of the upper power authorities. It does not 
impose itself upon states, and, in particular, to 
governments of the countries which belong to it. 
Likewise, one should not totally underestimate the 
autonomy of bureaucracies, which manage IMF, the 
World Bank or WTO. Finally and overall, the economic 





power, although less noticeable, is not subordinated 
under governments, and even less to G8. But there is 
no economy which can operate without political 
regulation, without adaptation of institutional frames and 
without authorities focusing towards long-term strategic 
visions. Globalisation is a contradictory process, G8 has 
carried out a double function for reproduction of the 
existing order and a deep challenging for the benefit of 
its members. It has orchestrated the organisation of a 
reconquest strategy by leaders of ruling countries. It 
tackled decolonisation, through the management of the 
debt crisis and relying on the disrepute of repressive 
and corrupt regimes. It tacked Sovietism, through the 
weapons race and the spectacular ideology of human 
rights, relying upon the discredit of regimes that had 
denied democratic aspirations. It tackled the post-war 
social compromise, through an offensive against 
employees, as social status, and by relying upon 
liberalisation policies and privatisations, weakening of 
the public, state and citizen control regulation. 


G8 carries on its way without being apparently bothered 
by the amplitude of disasters which punctuate it. 
However, the awareness of the damages provoked by 
its economic, political and military management has 
now become so strong and sensitive that one can talk 
about, today, of the expression of a global public 
opinion. The World into which we live is characterized 
by increasing inequalities, economic and _ social 
inequalities between countries and in each society; 
political inequalities which appear — through 
discriminations and differentiate access to fundamental 
rights; ecological inequalities jeopardizing the rights of 
future generations; geopolitical inequalities which most 
striking sign is the domination of South countries which 
is similar to a re-colonisation. The war threat cynically 
programmed and heralded by United States sharpens 
this awareness of an unfair world which we do not want 
any longer. 


We call into question the responsibility, about the state 
of the World, of the leaders of the richest and most 
powerful countries on Earth. One by one and 
altogether, they have imposed policies and make 
change in the direction of their own interests, of the 
organisation of the global economic system. They have 
committed their responsibility about the evolution of the 
situation, due to the orientations of the imposed policies 
and the nature of the used means to implement them. 


But the contest, which asserts itself in the alter- 
globalisation movement, is not only about the nature of 
policies, and thus their consequences, about living 
conditions of populations of the world, it is also about 
the nature of this world organisation. A small group of 
heads of state representing the privileged people of the 
Planet cannot assume the monopoly to decide for 
everyone. It is a deep denial of democracy by an 
international institution which takes refuge behind a 
questionable power of experts, which undergo no 
control and is isolated from any _ representative 
authority. To those who claim over and over that the 


leaders of the G8 have been democratically elected, we 
must recall that those leaders, even if they have been 
elected to rule their country, have not been appointed to 
rule the World. 


This is why the alter-globalisation movement has now 
come to put forward the illegitimacy of G8 to assume a 
leading role in the conducting of a global policy. The 
fact that the members of the club of rich and powerful 
are all, except for Canada, former colonial powers is, in 
that meaning, an aggravating circumstance! We 
challenge the legitimacy of G8 and ask for its 
dissolution. To those who fear that its disappearance 
might lead to an extra deregulation, we recall that this 
authority has not prevented wars and disorders, that, on 
the contrary, it has weakened the United Nation system, 
certainly opened to criticism and imperfect, but 
nevertheless much more legitimate. G8 started in 
France in 1975, twenty years further, given its 
illegitimacy and the consequences of its actions, let us 
consider that the loop must be closed and let us obtain 
that this meeting in France will be the last meeting of 
G8. 


Contact for this article. Julien.aitec@globenet.org 


More information 
Live information (photos, interviews, 
articles, analysis) www.attac.info/g8evian 


documents, 


You need or want to offer accommodation. 
http://www. attac.info/g8evian/?NAVI=1037-14en 
You need or want to offer transportation 


http://www. attac.info/g8evian/?NAVI=1039-14en 
(Automated Add System) 


IMF is at home 


By Marcelo Larrea. Director of the newspaper "el 
Sucre" ADITAL (Agéncia de Informagao Frei Tito para a 
América Latina) http://www.adital.org.br 

Translation. Yves Moy. Coorditrad, volunteer translator 


(*) 


A mission of the IMF supervising in Equator the 
operation of economy in the country feels at home. The 
Minister of Economy Mauricio Pozo and the President 
of the Central Bank Mauricio Yépez, who are acting as 
employees at the disposal of the IMF rather than as 
representatives of a sovereign country, are humouring 
its requirements and prepare to execute its decisions. 


In the line of the stand-by agreement accepted by the 
Gutiérrez government, the IMF presses for reaching the 
targets of austerity of the fiscal Budget so that it does 
not exceed 6.700 millions of dollars. In its views, it 
fundamentally implies severe restrictions to the 
subsidies to the production sector, which decrease from 
9.8% to 6.6%, to the social investment in education, 
health and housing and the reduction of the 
employment market in the public sector and the 
freezing of its remunerations. 
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The Fund presses at the same time for the execution of 
the installments for the payment of the debt, set to 
2.400 millions of dollars and for backing up the budgets 
of the armed forces and the police which raise 1.048 
millions of dollars, sums that exceed 50% of the total 
expenses. 


The fiscal means obviously focus on two crucial points : 
The satisfaction of the creditors requirements for a 
doubtful debt and the reinforcement of the repressive 
forces, in accordance with Washington strategy to 
involve Equator in its war of the Columbia Plan and to 
prevent social explosions after the 99's financial crack, 
the critical imbalance of the “dollarization” and the very 
contradictions of the neo-liberal model which damp the 
prospects of growth and spread the dot of poverty over 
80% of the population. 


Although the debt of Equator stands around 60% of the 
gross domestic product, the program of the Fund is that 
the budget finances with 1.727 millions of new debt and 
adjustment measures against a population with 
insufficient incomes. Under these circumstances, the 
mission of the IMF turned into pressures with the 
suppression of the gas allowance, the introduction of a 
reform of the taxes to increase the receipts by means 
of taxes on the vehicles and by eliminating the fiscal 
shields that used to protect the local production system. 


The set of IMF requirements puts the Gutiérrez 
government into a situation of open conflict with the 
working class and the whole people which can break 
the political coalition who elected him and lead to a 
major crisis. Actually, even in the business class they 
observe the risk of a social burst because of the 
deterioration of the production apparatus coming after 
the “dollarization” which made possible the invasion of 
the national market by foreign goods and restricted and 
raised the credit rate, due to the lack of dollars created 
by the trade deficit and the decision of the banks to 
transfer the customers deposits abroad. 


Grano de Arena 189 informativo@attac.org 


Bechtel And Blood For Water: War As An 
Excuse For Enlarging Corporate Rule 


By Vandana Shiva 


Within a month of the start of the war against Iraq, the 
real victor is emerging. Bechtel has got a $680 million 
contract for "rebuilding" Iraq. 


The U.S. led war first bombed out Iraq's hospitals, 
bridges, water works, and now U.S. corporations are 
harvesting profits from "reconstructing" a society after 
its deliberate destruction. Blood was not just shed for 
oil, but also for control over water and other vital 
services. In a period of declining economic growth and 
a slowing down of the globalization juggernaut, war has 
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become a convenient excuse for enlarging corporate 
rule. 


If W.T.O. is not enough, use war. 


This seems to be the underlying economic and political 
philosophy of the neo-conservatives ruling the U.S. and 
trying to rule the world. 


What the past month has revealed is the total and 
rotten corruption on which the new world order is 
based. 


As Bob Herbert states in "Ask Bechtel what war is good 
for" (Herald Tribune, April 22, 2003 p6) 


Somewhere George Shultz is smiling 


Shultz, whose photo could appropriately appear next to 
any definition of the military-industrial complex, was 
secretary of state under President Ronald Reagan and 
has been a perennial heavyweight with the powerful 
Bechtel Group of San Francisco, where he previously 
reigned as president and is now a board member and 
senior counselor. 


Unlike the anti-war soul singer Edwin Starr -- who, in an 
ironic bit of timing, went to his eternal reward this month 
just as U.S. ground forces were sweeping toward 
Baghdad -- Shultz knows what war is good for. 


And he wanted this war with Irag. Oh, how he wanted 
this war. Shultz was chairman of the fiercely pro-war 
Committee for the Liberation of Iraq, which was 
committed to moving beyond the political liberation of 
the oil-rich country to the conveniently profitable 
"reconstruction of its economy." 


Under the headline "Act Now; The Danger Is 
Immediate," Shultz, in an op-ed article in The 
Washington Post last September, wrote: "A strong 
foundation exists for immediate military action against 
Hussein and for a multilateral effort to rebuild Iraq after 
he is gone." 


Gee, | wonder which company he thought might lead 
that effort. 


Last week Shultz's Bechtel Group was able to 
demonstrate exactly what wars are good for. The Bush 
administration gave it the first big Iraqi reconstruction 
contract, a prized $680 million deal over 18 months that 
puts Bechtel in the driver's seat for the long-term 
reconstruction of the country, which could cost $100 
billion or more. 


Bechtel essentially was given a license to make money. 
And that license was granted in a closed-door process 
that was restricted to a handful of politically connected 
U.S. companies. 





Saddam's dictatorship is being replaced by U.S. 
corporate dictatorship -- with little distinction left 
between those who sit in board rooms and those who 
sit in White House, Pentagon and other institutions of 
government. 


Non-transparency and corruption 


China's non-transparency has been highlighted in the 
case of SARS. Bechtel getting the first contract for 
Iraq's reconstruction is a glaring example of the non- 
transparency, secrecy and corruption through which 
corporate rule is established. 


Whether it is water privatization contracts in Bolivia or 
India, or "reconstruction" contracts for Iraq, secrecy and 
lack of democracy and transparency characterizes the 
methods for gaining markets and profits. "Free trade" is 
clearly totally unfree. It is coercive, corrupt, deceitful 
and violent. Corporate rule is not an alternative to 
Saddam _ style dictatorship. It is replacing one 
dictatorship with another -- the dictatorship of 
corporations which have hijacked state power and use 
military might to grab markets. 


The intrinsic dishonesty and deceit of corporate 
dictatorship seems to not be apparent to those who 
impose it in the name of "operation Iraqi freedom". This 
seems to arise from a fundamental confusion about 
freedom and creation. 


When the 7000 year history of Mesopotamia was 
destroyed in the presence of U.S. military, Ronald 
Rumsfeld's naive and irresponsible comment was - 


Free people are free to make mistakes and commit 
crimes and do bad things. 


On this logic, the terrorists who crashed planes into the 
World Trade Centre towers were exercising a legitimate 
freedom to "commit crimes and do bad things". And on 
the same logic that made the U.S. military presence a 
mute spectator allowing Baghdad and its historical 
treasures to be looted, the U.S. had no right to start a 
war against terror after 9/11. 


Just as there is confusion about what human freedom 
entails among those trying to create "freedom" for 
others through war, there is confusion about 
reconstruction and "destruction". What happened in Iraq 
was destruction. It is being referred to as 
reconstruction. Innocent people were killed, thousands 
of years of civilisational history was destroyed and 
erased. Yet, Jay Garner - the retired U.S. General 
appointed unilaterally as head of office for 
Reconstruction and Humanitarian Assistance, talked 
about "giving birth to a new system in Iraq”. 


Bombs do not give "birth" to society. They annihilate 
life. New societies are not "born" by destroying the 
historical and cultural legacy of ancient civilizations. 


May be the choice to allow destruction of Iraq's 
historical legacy was a pre-requisite for this illusion of 
giving "birth" to a new society. 


May be the rulers in U.S. do not perceive these 
violations because their own society was built on the 
genocide of native Americans. Annihilation of the 
"other" seems to be taken as "natural" by those 
controlling power in the world's lone super power. May 
be the perception of the deliberate destruction of a 
civilization and thousands of innocent lives as a 
"birthing" process is an expression of the western 
patriarchy's "illusion of creation" which confuses 
destruction with creation and annihilation with birthing. 


The "illusion of creation" identifies capital and 
machines, including war machines as sources of 
"creation" and nature and human societies, especially 
non-western societies as either dead, inert, passive, or 
dangerous and cannibalistic. This worldview creates the 
"white man's burden" for liberating nature and our 
societies even with violence, and seeing it as the"birth" 
of freedom. 


Whatever the deeper roots of establishing an economy 
of loot and violence in Iraq in the name of "re- 
construction", the profiteering from war by corporations 
like Bechtel confirms that war is globalisation by other 
means. For people worldwide the challenge is to 
converge the energies of the  anti-globalisation 
movement, the peace movement and movements for 
real democracy. 


Our challenge is to reclaim the real meaning of 
freedom, rescuing it from the degradations it has been 
subjected to by the doublespeak of "free trade" and the 
doublespeak of "operation Iraqi Freedom". The 
"freedom" being sought through free trade treaties and 
rules of W.T.O. and the "freedom" resulting from the 
Iraq war is freedom of corporations to profit. This 
freedom is a license to loot. And corporate loot and 
corporate freedom is destroying democracy and 
freedom for people and societies. 


The new freedom people seek worldwide is freedom 
from corporate dictatorship facilitated and enabled by 
militarism and war. 


This is as important for citizens of Iraq and other 
countries invaded by global corporations under the 
protection of military or "free trade" treaties, as it is for 
the citizens of the U.S. 


The Bechtel contract, and the Iraq war which created 
the opportunity for profits in "reconstruction" have 
thrown up issues of lack of democracy transparency 
and accountability in the way economic and political 
decisions are made by a U.S. administration which has 
become indistinguishable from U.S. corporations. A 
regime in which governments became instruments of 
corporate interest is no longer a democracy. Instead of 
governance being "of the people, by the people, for the 
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people", governance becomes "of the corporations, by 
the corporations, for the corporations". 


For democracy to thrive a "regime change" is urgently 
needed, in the U.S., in Iraq, and in every country where 
corporate dictatorship is getting entrenched. 


Bechtel in Bolivia 


The most famous tale of Bechtel's corporate greed over 
water is the story of Cochabamba, Bolivia. In the semi- 
desert region, water is scarce and precious. In 1999, 
the World Bank recommended privatisation of 
Cochabamba's municipal water supply company 
(SEMAPA) through a concession to International water, 
a subsidiary of Bechtel. On October 1999, the Drinking 
Water and Sanitation Law was passed, ending 
government subsidies and allowing privatization. 


In a city where the minimum wage is less than $100] a 
month water bills reached $20 a month, nearly the cost 
of feeding a family of five for two weeks. In January 
2000, a citizen's alliance called "La Coordinara" de 
Defense del Aqua y de la Vida (The Coalition in 
Defense of Water and Life) was formed and it shut 
down the city for 4 days through mass mobilisation. 
Between Jan and Feb 2000, millions of Bolivians 
marched to Cochabamba, had a general strike and 
stopped all transportation]. 


The government promised to reverse the price hike but 
never did. In February 2000, La Coordinara organised a 
peaceful march demanding the repeal of the Drinking 
Water and Sanitation Law, the annulment of ordinances 
allowing privatization, the termination of the water 
contract, and the participation of citizens in drafting a 
water resource law. The citizens' demands, which drove 
a stake at corporate interests, were violently repressed. 
Coordinora's fundamental critique was directed at the 
negation of water as a community property. Protesters 
used slogans like "Water is God's gift and not a 
merchandise" and "Water is life". 


In April, 2000 the government tried to silence the water 
protests through market law. Activists were arrested, 
protestors were killed, and media was censored. Finally 
on April 10, 2000, the people won. Aquas del Tunari 
and Bechtel left Bolivia. The government was forced to 
revoke its hated water privatisation legislation. The 
water company Servico Municipal del Aqua Potable y 
Alcantarillado (SEMAPO) was handed over to the 
workers and the people, along with the debts. In 
summer 2000, La Coordinadora organised public 
hearings to establish democratic planning and 
management. The people have taken on the challenge 
to establish a water democracy, but the water dictators 
are trying their best to subvert the process. Bechtel is 
suing Bolivians and the Bolivian government, is 
harassing and threatening activists of La Coordinadora. 


If we go by the lessons from Bolivia, Bechtel will try and 
control the water resources, not just the water works of 
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Iraq. If the international community and the Iraqis are 
not vigilant, Bechtel could try and own the Tigris and 
Eupharates, as it tried to "own" the wells of Bolivia. 


Bechtel and India 


Bechtel enterprises, a privately held firm, is the world's 
largest construction company, having been involved 
heavily in the US's construction boom in the post WWII 
period. They are responsible for over 19,000 projects in 
140 countries, with operations on all continents (save 
Antarctica). Bechtel is involved in over 200 water and 
wastewater treatment plants around the world, in large 
part through its subsidiaries and joint ventures such as 
International Water (which is partnership of Bechtel, 
Edison of Italy, and United Utilities in the UK). 


In India Bechtel was involved in the Dabhol plant with 
Enron, and is now involved in water privatisation of 
Coimbatore/Tirrupur as part of a consortium with 
Mahindra and Mahindra, United International North 
West Water. As with other water privatisation contracts, 
the contract has not been made public. Business that 
can only be carried out behind closed doors, under 
secrecy, does not promote freedom. It extinguishes 
both freedom and democracy. 


First published Z-Mag 


http://www.zmag.org/sustainers/content/2003- 
05/1 2shiva.cfm 


Aftermath: Cleaning Up the Mess 
By Conn Hallinan 


When the Bush administration totals up the cost of the 
Iraq War it had best be prepared to tack on billions 
more to clean up the toxic residue of how the US wages 
war, specifically its widespread use of cluster weapons 
and Depleted Uranium (DU). While the shooting has 
wound down, the consequences of using these 
controversial weapons will be around for a long time to 
come, with clusters taking a steady toll on the unwary 
and the young, and DU poisoning the air and water. 


Cluster munitions--bombs, shells, and rockets that 
release highly explosive canisters that shred everything 
from people to tanks--have been an environmental 
nightmare since the war in Southeast Asia. Of the 90 
million cluster munitions dropped on tiny Laos from 
1964 to 1973, 30% failed to explode. The result is a 
national minefield that has killed and maimed more than 
12,000 people and which continues to exact an annual 
toll of 100 to 200. In one 20 square kilometer area, the 
British Mines Advisory Group, the world's leading bomb 
clearing organization, recently found 376,000 
unexploded weapons, the vast majority of them cluster 
munitions. More than 50 million clusters were used in 
the 1991 Gulf War. In the two years following the war, 
they killed 1,400 Kuwaiti civilians and, as late as last 
year, 200 cluster weapons were found there each 
month. 





According to Colin King, the author of Jane's Explosive 
Ordinance Disposal Guide and a disposal expert in Gulf 
War I, clusters caused "massive problems" in Kosovo, 
the Gulf, and Afghanistan, and they are "going to cause 
massive problems in the Gulf again." The most 
notorious cluster is the Vietnam era "Rockeye," the 
CBU-99, armed with MK-118 bomblets, which have a 
failure rate as high as 30%. A U.S. company hired to 
clear cluster weapons from Kuwait found 95,700 
unexploded MK-118 submunitions in one small area. 
More recent cluster weapons, like the CBU-103, 104, 
105, and AGM-154 A and B, have better track records, 
but even these can fail anywhere from 5 - 23% of the 
time. Children are particularly in danger because some 
of the canisters are yellow, like the American 
emergency food packs. 


The Ubiquity and Illegality of Depleted Uranium 
Depleted Uranium is ubiquitous on any recent American 
battlefield. The U.S. used 320 tons of it during the first 
Gulf War, and 10 tons of it in Kosovo. Its resistance to 
enemy projectiles and its ability to turn hardened armor 
into margarine gives the U.S. an enormous advantage 
over any opponent who lacks it. It is, however, illegal. In 
August of last year, a United Nations subcommittee 
found that the use of DU violated seven international 
agreements, including the UN Charter and the Geneva 
Conventions. Used in 120 mm tank shells and 30 mm 
cannon ammunition, DU has an ignition threshold of 
1132°C, one-third that of tungsten. It can punch through 
four inches of steel, roasting the inside of tanks and 
armored vehicles with a 10,000°C fireball. 


Anywhere from 30% to 70% of DU turns into tiny dust 
particles, which may travel as far as 40 kilometers. DU 
is not very radioactive--about the same as naturally 
occurring uranium--but if ingested, according to the U.S. 
Environmental Policy Institute, it "has the potential to 
generate significant medical consequences." DU has 
long been a suspect in Gulf War Syndrome, the 
melange of physical woes afflicting up to 30% of the 
veterans from the 1991 conflict. The Department of 
Defense doesn't consider low-level radiation a threat, 
but a recent study by the Armed Forces Radiobiology 
Research Institute may force a reevaluation of that 
conclusion. "People have always assumed low doses 
are not much of a problem,” Alexandra Miller of the 
Institute told The Guardian (British), "but they can 
cause more damage than people think." The study 
indicates that DU damages bone’ marrow 
chromosomes. 


The effects of low-level radiation are hard to track, 
because many "solid" cancers don't show up for 16 to 
24 years. However, Iraqi medical authorities claim the 
cancer rate in the Basra area has jumped ten-fold. The 
area was saturated with DU during the 1991 war. 
Besides being radioactive, DU is also a toxic metal that 
can damage kidneys and livers. Another worry are DU 
"misses," where the enormous weight and speed of 
DUs drive them as deep as 24 inches into the ground. 


"A major concern of the potential environmental effects 
by intact [DU] penetrators or large penetrator 
fragments,” notes the World Health Organization, "is the 
potential contamination of ground water after 
weathering." Cluster bomb and DU cleanup is likely to 
be enormously expensive, and who pays for it will be a 
major question. 


Who Will Pay for the Clean Up? 


The Bush administration is depending on Iraqi oil sales 
to foot most of the bill. But the figures don't add up. At 
most, Iraqi oil could bring in $18 billion a year, barely 
enough to feed the 60% of the population dependent on 
food handouts. Nor does this even address rebuilding 
the country's infrastructure, ravaged by 12 years of 
sanctions and the recent war, a price tag that, 
according to PFC Energy, a Washington consulting 
firm, will probably run in excess of $300 billion. 


Iraq also has a debt burden that may be as high as 
$383 billion, and no one seems to be stepping forward 
to write it off. Indeed, the Financial Times called Deputy 
of Defense Paul Wolfowitz's call for debt cancellation, 
"mischievous." As Russian Vice Premier and Finance 
Minister Alexei Kudrin pointed out, no one forgave his 
country's enormous debts. 


Unlike in Gulf War |, where the allies picked up most the 
tab, the Bush administration's "Coalition of the Willing" 
is flat broke, and the White House has only allotted $2.4 
billion to the Office of Reconstruction and Humanitarian 
Assistance. On top of that, the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) and the World Bank have been hesitant to 
step in without United Nations authority. 


In part, the IMF is nervous about getting into the 
business of cleaning up after the American military. "I 
don't see that for the long-term future you can keep 
together a world of peace and prosperity just based on 
military might,” IMF Managing Director Horst Kohler told 
the Financial Times. 


In the end it will likely be Iraqi civilians and U.S. 
occupation troops who will pay the price for the way we 
choose to wage war. 


(Contact for this article : connm@cats.ucsc.edu The 
author is the provost at the University of California at 
Santa Cruz and a political analyst for Foreign Policy in 
Focus (online at www. fpif.org).) 


Those Who Don't Count 
By Mark Engler 


Why it matters to remember the Iraq War's civilian 
victims 


Since the invasion of Iraq has ended, a tone of 
vindication and bravado has seeped into the national 
mood. Television newscasters and the Department of 
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Defense agree: America is delighted. Soldiers are 
giving high-fives. Those of us who opposed the 
president and his generals should be ashamed in the 
face of a brilliantly successful war. 


There is one question, above others, that this prevailing 
self-satisfaction works to silence. Amidst the 
atmosphere of recrimination, few will risk asking, "What 
was the cost?" 


On televisions overseas, the Marine blitz and Air Force 
bombs extracted a human price. While Donald 
Rumsfeld's talking head became the singular icon of 
war in the United States, the rest of the world held up 
photos of Ali Ismaeel Abbas, the 12-year-old boy who 
lost his parents and eight other relatives, along with 
both of his arms, in the bombing of Baghdad. 


No doubt some have exploited such images for 
propagandistic purposes. No doubt the pursuit of 
carnage at times became tasteless sensationalism. But 
what was the impact for Americans of seeing so few, if 
any, of those who died? 


There are estimates available of the number of civilians 
killed in the war. A group of 19 volunteers in England, 
the creators of a Web site called "IraqBodyCount.net,"” 
estimate that there were a "minimum" of 2,050 deaths. 
This total reflects the lowest numbers provided in news 
reports of deadly incidents. A more complete tally would 
have to add the hundreds, maybe thousands, whose 
deaths were never reported by any source -- those 
buried quietly in the rubble, or those who were wounded 
and later died in one of Iraq's overflowing, and 
ultimately looted, hospitals. 


No country, "coalition" or otherwise, has undertaken this 
reckoning. "A Swiss government initiative launched in 
the middle of the war," says John Sloboda of 
lraqBodyCount, "was abandoned under political 
pressure." 


The dilemma this presents is an old one, and a 
dangerous one, too: What is the weight of a life? How 
many before it matters? Few can offer good answers. 
Those who look only at the bloodiest moments of war 
discount other lives. Hundreds of thousands of Iraqi 
citizens died as a result of the decade-long sanctions, 
for which Saddam Hussein bears much culpability, but 
which the United States had the power to lift all along. 
Many more would have died if sanctions were 
prolonged. And we have no way to know how many will 
be killed in future invasions inspired by Iraq's conquest, 
or in resultant acts of retribution. 


Washington, of course, kept careful track of the 166 
U.S. and British troops killed in action. It shunned, 
however, the idea of a civilian body count. Many 
journalists, particularly on television, took this official 
position as their marching orders. 
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Even in the most responsible of our newspapers, one 
idea became a mantra: "a precise number [of civilians 
who were killed] is not and probably never will be 
available," said The New York Times. "The final toll may 
never be determined," said The Washington Post. 
Again and again, reporters noted the difficulty of making 
an exact tally. 


It was, on face, a statement of humility, an honest 
acknowledgement of the chaos inherent in military 
conflict. Yet, at some point, this tendency -- this refusal 
to count, or to even try -- grew into something else. 


It became a form of political denial. 


The rare dispatches that scratched through the surface 
of the government's stance on civilian deaths revealed 
a human side of war -- in which young soldiers feared 
for their lives and relied on quick, difficult decisions -- 
but also, at the same time, a startling desensitization to 
human life. In one oft-cited report by The New York 
Times, a Sergeant Schrumpf recalled an incident in 
which Marines fired on an Iraqi soldier standing among 
several civilians. One woman was killed. "I'm sorry," the 
sergeant said, "but the chick was in the way.” 


Another Times reporter wrote of a situation in which 
Marines attacked a caravan of vehicles approaching 
them from the distance, not knowing if these might be 
filled with enemies or, as it actually turned out, with 
innocents: 


"One by one, civilians were killed. Several hundred 
yards from the forward Marine positions, a blue minivan 
was fired on; three people were killed. An old man, 
walking with a cane on the side of the road, was shot 
and killed. It is unclear what he was doing there; 
perhaps he was confused and scared and just trying to 
get away from the city. Several other vehicles were fired 
on.... When the firing stopped, there were nearly a 
dozen corpses, all but two of which had no apparent 
military clothing or weapons. 


"Two journalists who were ahead of me, farther up the 
road, said that a company commander told his men to 





hold their fire until the snipers had taken a few shots, to 
try to disable the vehicles without killing the 
passengers. ‘Let the snipers deal with civilian vehicles,’ 
the commander had said. But as soon as the nearest 
sniper fired his first warning shots, other Marines 
apparently opened fire with M-16s or machine guns.... 


"[A] squad leader, after the shooting stopped, shouted: 
‘My men showed no mercy. Outstanding.” 


The number of civilians killed in the actual fighting does 
matter, if only to remind us that invasion is not a video 
game. It matters, because it shows that however 
sophisticated its tools, war will always claim its 
"collateral damage," its innocent bystanders. 


A callous indifference toward such lives is not limited to 
the sergeants and squad leaders on the front lines. It is 
the position fostered by a government that does not 
count its victims, even as it lines up more conquests: 
next Syria, then on to Iran. 


It is an attitude that survives outside of wartime, guiding 
our prejudices against those living in countries whose 
names we never learned to pronounce, countries that 
our shock-jocks call "turd world" nations. 


In order to break the cycle of war and deprivation, 
hatred and terrorism, the United States some day must 
start counting not only the dead from this conflict, but all 
those whom we perpetually disregard. And it must start 
holding itself accountable to them. For as it does, we 
will learn that this is not a matter of two thousand, or 
even two hundred thousand. 


The majority of this world will rise to be counted. 


-- Mark Engler, a writer based in New York City, can be 
reached at <engler@eudoramail.com>. This article first 
appeared on TomPaine.com. Research assistance 
provided by Katie Griffiths. 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 
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Meeting ATTAC worldwide 


Week 13-05-2003 >>> 20-05-2003 





http: //attac. org/rdv/index.html 





14/05 

NO G8 : hitp:/www.attac. info/g8evian/?NAVI=1 030-1 4fr 

Lausanne 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Innsbruck 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Helsinki 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Nantes + Lille + Grenoble + Aix en Provence + Marseille + Vendome 
SUISSE SCHWEIZ : hitp://www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 


15/05 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Innsbruck + Regensburg + Wien 

DEUTSCHLAND :: hitp://www.attac.de/termine/index.php 

Regensburg 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 

Lille + La Rochelle + Rennes + Paris 18 + Marseille + St Quentin la Poterie 
PORTUGAL :: http:/www. portugal.attac.org /agenda.htm! 

Lisboa 


16/05 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Innsbruck + Regensburg + Wien + Mattsee 
DEUTSCHLAND :  hitp:/www.attac.de/termine/index.php 
Regensburg 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Lille + Arras + Bagneux + Fontenay + Eaubonne 


17/05 

NO G8 : hitp:/(www.attac. info/g8evian/?NAVI=1 030-1 4fr 

Cessy + Deauville + Nantes 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Regensburg + Modling + Graz 

DANMARK : hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Blagardens 

DEUTSCHLAND : hitp://www.attac.de/termine/index.php 
Regensburg 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Helsinki 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Lille + Bagneux + Fontenay + Arcueil + Brest + Lyon + Cergy Pontoise + Villeneuve les Maguelonne + Evreux 


18/05 

NO G8 : hitp:/(www.attac. info/g8evian/?NAVI=1 030-1 4fr 

St Pierre des Corps + Nantes 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Regensburg 

DEUTSCHLAND : hitp://www.attac.de/termine/index.php 
Regensburg 


attac 
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FRANCE : hittp:/www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Lille + Villeneuve les Maguelonne 


19/05 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Innsbruck + Graz + Angerberg 

DANMARK :  hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Kebenhavn 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Helsinki 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Lille + Chateaubriant + La Rochelle 


